families. It was suggested by Dr. Woofter to the senior author of this article that an analysis be made of data on Negro families in the southern region. This article undertakes such an analysis of nonfarm Negro families.
In Table 1 there is presented a comparison of the situation regarding children and income in non white (practically all Negro) families and all the families in the southern region.2 The first fact of importance is that among Negroes 51 percent of the families as compared with 37 percent of all the families in the South have no children. Although the disparity is not as great, the percentage of Negro families with 1, 2, and 3 or more children is smaller in each instance than in the entire popu lation. As the size of the Negro families increases, the differences between the percentage of Negro families and all familes in each category decreases. When the entire child population is considered, the percentage of children in Negro families with 1 or 2 children is smaller than the percentage for the entire child population of the South. But in Negro families with 3 or more children, one finds 65 percent of the children as compared with 58 percent for all families in the South. Thus it re sults that, though a smaller percentage of Negro families have 1, 2, and 3 or more children, a much higher percentage of Negro children is to be found in the families with 3 or more children than in the population as a whole. In less than a fifth of the Negro families there are nearly two-thirds of the Negro children in the South.
In Table 1 3 The concept of family unit income employed here is the same as that used by Woofter, loc. cit., p. 1. "To measure the individual supporting power of incomes of various types of families, it is necessary to relate average income to average size of family-that is, to use a form of capita income. For present purposes, family size is these figures with those in Woofter's article for white families only, the median family unit in come for Negroes is found to be 56 percent less than that for white families.* 4 The family unit income of Negro families which is highest for families with no children, declines with the in creasing number of children as it does for all fami lies in the region. However, the family unit income for Negro families with 0, 1, and 2 children is about half that of all families in the South. The difference is less in regard to families with 3 or more children for the family unit income of Negro famithe country have income less than $500, and about 12 percent of the children are in these families. In the case of southern Negro families, 40 percent of them have incomes less than $500 and about 40 percent of the Negro children are in such families. Forty-two percent of the southern Negro families have an income from $500 to $999, thus making about 82 percent of the Negro families with incomes less than $1,000. Then, whereas about 30 percent of the families of the country have an income of $2,000 or more and about 24 per cent of the children are in such families, only 2.4 lies is only 28 percent less than that of all families. It is reasonable to assume that if we had separate tabulations for white families only, the difference between the family units income of Negro and white families in each of the four categories would be greater than when Negro families are compared with all families in the region.
When we compare the figures in Table 2 with the table in Woofter's article for the entire country, a number of important differences appear. About 10 percent of the families in the nonfarm areas of expressed in terms of family units, assigning full unit value to an adult and a half unit to a child." 4 In Woofter, loc. cit., Table 5 , p. 4, the median non farm wage or salary income per family unit for southern whites is $419 as compared with $179 for southern non whites.
percent of the southern Negro families have in comes of $2,000 or more and 2.3 percent of the Negro children are in these families.
It is next of interest to examine the figures in Table 3 on the family unit income of different types of families with and without children. The median income of the average Negro family in the South is shown to be $505. But it will be noticed that this is about one-sixth less than that of families with male head and wife. On the other hand, the median income for the average family is considerably higher-21 and 55 percent-than the incomes of the two types of broken families. The broken families with a male head are much better off than those with a female head since in the former type of families there is over 40 percent more income in the families with children than in 
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181 those without children. In the families with female heads there is not only the lowest income but those families with children have less than 10 percent more income than those without children. This is of considerable importance since among Negroes in the larger cities of the South from a fourth to a third of the tenant families have female heads. In all three types of families the family unit income is highest in families with no children and decreases as the number of children increase. The median income of Negro families with "male head with wife" is the same in families without children whether there are 1, 2, or 3 or more children. Consequently, as the number of children increases, the family unit income declines. In fact, the family unit income of these families is less than that of the broken families with a male head or other. The family unit income is lowest for the families with a female head. In such families, which comprise from a fourth to a third of the Negro families in larger cities of the South, the family unit income in families with 3 or more children is $87 or about a half of that in the two children families with a male head or other.
For the South as a whole the average number of children, i.e. persons under 18 years of age, is slightly higher for Negro families than for total families in the region.5 This is not true, however, in all the southern States. When the figures in Table 4 are compared with Woofter's, a number of In his article Woofter pointed out the implica tions of his analysis for social insurance and as sistance. Since what he has said concerning families generally has special relevance for Negroes, we need only emphasize some points brought out in his article. First, there needs to be emphasized that the combination of large families and low incomes among Negroes results in even greater insecurity because incomes are lower and the relative number of such families is greater. Then it should not be forgotten that despite the shift from farm to industrial labor during the War, over a third of the male and nearly two-thirds of the female Negro workers are still to be found in agriculture and domestic services, occupations not covered by social insurance.7 Moreover, the Negro is concentrated to a far greater extent in the States where public assistance is limited by the tax-paying capacity of the State and in his case by certain traditional notions concerning his needs. Thus the extension of the insurance features of the Social Security Act and strengthening of its public assistance features are bound to enhance the security of Negro families.
